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Neither Spinoza's absence of determination, nor Kant's sum of all
conditions, nor Spencer's sum of all force would answer. All that
the author says points to self-consciousness in the form of self-activity
as that which alone transcends the empirical manifold and becomes the
aim of Will. But if we ask for a closer definition of self-activity, we
simply come back to the question to answer which the interesting dis-
cussion was written. The individual depends on society, but society
is a sum of individuals, and streams do not rise higher than their
source. According to this it seems as though our moral emotion
ought to be what it is, not merely an aspiration after something better
than we are; whereas it has in fact a positive demand that we be that
which we ought. It seems as though this difficulty is not solved by
the discussion. GUY TAWNEY.

LEIPZIG.

Ueber Glaube und Gewissheit. JULIUS BERGMANN. Ztsch. f.
Philos., 1896, CVII., 176-202.
Following the tendency established by earlier theological writers,

many philosophers down to the present time have inclined to regard
the belief based upon our ordinary avenues of knowledge as implying
some degree of uncertainty. This is the reason for the many attempts
that have been made to discover other avenues of knowledge capable
of yielding more certain results. Herr Bergmann, on the other hand,
claims that certainty is the essence of belief of every sort.

" The belief in the content of a judgment . . . is never some-
thing added to the judgment, but the judgment itself is this belief."
Every judgment carries with it a belief not only in its own truth, but
also in its own certainty. In order to this certainty, one must have
an assurance of truth. Such assurance is found, either (1) in the
identical character of the proposition; or (2) in its agreement with
experience; or (3) in the fact that the judgment follows as a conse-
quence, from recognized truths. The only real assurance of the truth
of an opinion, then, is the perception of its truth; *'. e., the perception
(which may be but dimly present in consciousness) that one of these
criteria holds with respect to it. Belief and the feeling of certainty
thus become functions of-the understanding-; and the understanding
is the sole judge as to whether a thing which has been considered true
and certain is so in reality. Truth is not an attribute of the notion as
such, but merely of the notion as predicated, and hence belief is al-
ways belief in objective certainty, or truth.

The present paper is a defense of the writer's views as elaborated
in his work: ' Die Grundprobleme der Logik,' and to this he refers in
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several places for amplification—e. g., in his discussion of Kant's syn-
thetic judgments a priori; Herr Bergmann holds these to be merely
special forms of the analytic judgment, as of course his scheme would
require of all necessary judgments. H. C. WARREN.

PRINCETON.

L'Uegemonie de la Science et de la Philosophic A. FOUILLEE.
Revue Philosophique. Philadelphia. January, 1896.

The Hegemony of Science and Philosophy. INTERNATIONAL
JOURNAL ETHICS. January, 1896.

The problem which the author would consider under this title is
stated at the outset in the form of a question. Are there, as the Kan-
tians hold, limits beyond which scientific methods do not apply, regions
in which speculation must be controlled by entirely different prin-
ciples? Or is there, as Aug. Comte would hold, a 'cerebral unity'
of mankind capable of being constructed on the data of science alone ?
To which of the two must we grant the true intellectual hegemony
(P- *37)-

The author distinguishes between two senses in which the term
science is used. In its broader sense it means 'a rationally estab-
lished system of facts and ideas which, over a given range of objects,
confers certainty, assurance, probability, or even a doubt that knows
why it doubts' (p. 143). Thus understood science includes any be-
lief founded on reason; universal philosophy as well as so-called
special sciences. It excludes belief ' founded on the authority of oth-
ers, not regulated, and incapable of demonstration, or on the imagina-
tion or feelings to which a supernatural bearing is given.' In its
narrower, its ' true' sense, however, science ' hinges on the relations
of objects to each other, independently of their relation to the sentient
and thinking subject.' It is ' the perception of the constant relation
between things such as these appear to us, independently of what they
may be in themselves' (p. 144). Is it to science, in this latter sense,
to philosophy, or to religion that the hegemony belongs ?

In favor of science it may be said that it is the strongest bond of
agreement in society. Scientific ideas are the only ones identical
among individuals. Science must, then, ' take an ever-increasing part
in the utilitarian and even moral direction of humanity' (p. 144).
' Science is nothing else than that social knowledge which is one of
the essential elements of social consciousness' (p. 145).

But, though the idea of an 'organization by science' can merit
only universal assent, the question remains •whether the individual sci-


